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In the Athenian State as constituted by Kleisthenes, every citizen 
belonged to three subordinate political corporations ; he was member 
at once of a tribe, a deme, and a phratry. Of these three, the last 
was the least conspicuous. The phratry did not rival the deme in the 
frequency of its meetings and the importance of its affairs ; nor did it 
enter, like the tribe, into the political and military organization of the 
State. But it had in its keeping an important trust, that of prevent- 
ing the intrusion of illegitimate members into the body politic. This 
trust it shared in a measure, it is true, with the deme ; but inasmuch 
as both male and female children were received into the phratry, and 
that, as a rule, in their earliest years, while the deme enrolled in its 
register only males, receiving them at the age of seventeen, we can 
hardly go wrong in regarding the phratry as the chief guardian of the 
purity of Athenian citizenship. An acquaintance with it is thus essen- 
tial to an understanding of Athenian political life. 

Our principal literary sources of information on the subject are as 
follows:^ (1) Aristotle, in the ^A0f)vai,(ov UoXireia, gave an account 
of the organization which he conceived to have existed at Athens be- 
fore the profound reforms of Kleisthenes. The passage is preserved 

' See especially Platner, Beitrage zur Kenntnisa des attischen Beehts ; Meibb, De 
gmtUitate attica; BusoLT, Orieehische Staals- und BechtsaUeriUmer, |159, in Iwan Miil- 
ler's Handbuch der klassischen AUertumswissenschaft, Bd. iv'. I have not been able to 
see Saitppe, De phratriis atticis (Gottingen, 1886/7). 
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in a more or less garbled form by Harpokration, Pollux, and other lexi- 
cographers, and is given verbatim in the Patmian Scholia published in 
the Bulletin de Correspondance Hellinique (vol. i, p. 152). According 
to this, each of the four original tribes consisted of three phratries, 
each phratry of thirty gentes, and each gens of thirty men. This 
account is so artificial in its numerical symmetry, and so fanciful in the 
reasons assigned for it, as to excite the gravest doubts of Aristotle's com- 
petence as a witness for the period in question. Where, indeed, could 
he have obtained full and trustworthy information ? As to whether 
the phratries were affected by the reforms of Kleisthenes, Aristotle has 
left us two unfortunately ambiguous notices. One is in the Politics 
(vi. 4 : Bekk.) and seems to say that the phratries, as well as the tribes, 
were then remodelled and increased in number. The other is in the 
recently discovered fragments of the 'AdTjvaiwv IloXtTeia (ii, a Land- 
wehr) and seems to say just the contrary.^ (2) Several writers of the 
fifth and fourth centuries b. c. refer to the phratries of their own day. 
The most instructive of these references are in Isaios and the private 
orations of Demosthenes (genuine and spurious). These are the chief 
basis of our knowledge. (3) Scraps of relevant information, and of 
misinformation as well, are preserved by scholiasts and by the lexi- 
cographers, Harpokration, Pollux, Hesychios, Suidas, etc. 

Inscriptions have until lately yielded little to supplement this scanty 
literary evidence. That little may be classified thus : (1) the decrees 
of the Ekklesia conferring citizenship on a foreigner, regularly author- 
ize him to be enrolled as a member of such tribe, deme and phratry 
as he may choose (elvai <^vX^9 koI Si^/jlov koX (^parpias ■^■i av ^ovXrjTai, 
or some similar formula. This is the regular order of mention. Only 
in CIA, II, 115' do we find B^/xov kuI (^vXi)? koI <f>paTpia<;^). (2) Two 
temenos boundary-stones give us names of phratries, the only names 
indisputably known, and one of these in a mutilated form, viz., the 
^ AxvtdSat* and the %eppt,K .... at.* Two other boundary-stones, 
one of the Za/cuaSat* and one of the 'EXacrtSat,' give names with re- 

' The difficulty of dealing with these two statements is illustrated by the case of 
B0SOLT, who in his Qriechische OeschichU (pp. 394-5, published in 1885) decides that 
Kleisthenes did not meddle with the phratries, but in his Cfriechische Altertumer (p. 
144'">, published in 1887) reverses this decision. 

"Cf. BuEBMANN, Jahrb.fiir Phil., SuppL, ix, 643 ; Dittenberger, Syllogelnser. Oraec, 
43, note 7. 

* DiTTENBERGEB, Syllogc, 302; CIA, ii, 1653. ^ qj^^ ^j^ 1552. 

« DiTTENBERGEB, St/Uoge, 303. ' Classical Review, lii, p. 188. 
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gard to which it is impossible to decide whether they belonged to gentes 
or phratries. (3) Two short fragments of phratrial decrees, eulogizing 
deserving members, are given in CIA, ii, 598, 699. The Dyaleis of 
600, who enact a decree in reference to the lease of a piece of real 
estate, are probably to be regarded, not, with Kohler, as a phratry, but, 
with Buermann,' Gilbert,^ and Busolt,'" as a union of two phratries'. 

Such was, in outline, the material available for the study of the Attic 
phratries down to 1883. In that year there was found at Tatoi, the 
site of the deme of Dekeleia, a stele, on the front of which were pre- 
served 57 lines of a phratrial decree, dated in the year 396/5 B. c. and 
dealing with the phratry's most vital duties. This was published by 
Koumanoudes in the 'E0»;/ie/jt? 'AjO%atoXo7t«77 (1883, 69 ff.) and by 
Kohler in the Addenda to the second volume of the Attic Corpus 
(841"). It has been made the subject of special articles by Szanto in 
the Bheinisches Museum (1885, 506-520) and by Gilbert in the Jahr- 
buoherfur Philologie (1887, 23-28). Szanto's paper is ingenious and 
suggestive, but is pervaded by a most improbable view of the relation 
of phratry to gens, and marred besides by some downright and inex- 
cusable blunders. Gilbert corrects Szanto on one important point, the 
question as to where that portion of the decree which was intended to 
be of permanent application begins, but hazards a theory of his own 
which is demonstrably false. For in the summer of 1888 the stone 
bearing this inscription was cleaned, with the result that the back also 
was found to be inscribed. Of the new text, published by Pantazides 
in th.e'E<l)r)fi€pK (newspaper) of Sept. 1/13, 1888, and by Lolling iii 
the ' Apxci'i-oXo'yt.Kov AeKrlov for August, lines 1-55 were engraved at 
the same time with the portion previously published and form its con- 
tinuation. These lines, like those on the front, are engraved a-roixn- 
hov, with occasional aberrations. Two or three lines are apparently 
all that is lost at the end of the part on the face of the stone. Lines 
56-68 were added many years afterward. So far as I can judge from 
an excellent squeeze (I have not seen the stone), this portion would 
belong to the third cent. b. c. or the first part of the second. The let- 
ters are extremely irregular and unevenly spaced, which makes a more 
exact determination of the date peculiarly difficult. Ae/ceXee? for 
Ae/ceXeet? in B, 65 is probably only a blunder of the stone-cutter. I 
give below the text of the whole document, with the restorations of 

* Op. eU., 645, Note. ' Oriech. Staatsaltertumer, I, 199<^'. 

'" Oriech. Stoats- und Jteehtsaltertiimer, 145'*'. 
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Kohler and Lolling, followed by a translation. The foot-notes do not 
touch upon orthographical peculiarities, of which there are several. 

TEXT. 

Face A. 

lepeii'i ©eoBcopoi; ^{/(fyavnSo *' dv\€<Ypa"ip-€ koI ecrrrjcre rrjv (TTrjXrjv. \ 
5 lepedxTVva twi lepel BiBovat, r\d8e ' uTrb to /j,eio^^ KcoXrjv, TrXev- 

pov, o\<;,^^ dpjvpio 1 1 1 " diro to Kopeio K(i)S.ri\vf ifKevpov, o?, iXaTrjpa 

'XpivcKcallov, olvo ri/Mi-xpv, apyvpio i". | 
10 TaSe eBo^ev Tol<i ippaTepcrc eVt| <I>Oj0/xta)i'O9 apypvTO'; 'AOijvai- 

ot|?, <f)paTpiap'XpvToii Be IIai'Ta/cXe|o? i^ Oio'\ 

'lepOKkrji; etire' oiroaot, firjirw Bt,eBi,Kda\67}(Tav Kwrd tov vofiov 
15 TOV Aj7/iOTt(Bi'fS|d)i', BtaBiKocrai irepl avTmv to'; <f>pdTep\a'; aiiTiKa 

fidXa, viro<T')(pixkvo<; 7rpo<; to A] to? to ^paTpio, <f)epovTa<i ttjv 

■\}r7i(j)0V ttTrjo TO ^cofio ■ " 09 S' av Bo^ jj/q wv ^paTijp eo"a|^^^i'at, 
20 i^aKetyjfdTO) to ovojjm avTO 6 te/)|6v? koI 6 <f>paTpl,ap'Xp'; eic to 

ypafifiaTei\o to ev Atj/moticoviBoov^' xal to dvTtypd<f>\o'^^ 6 Be 

ecrayajwv tov dwoBiKacrdevTa 6<^e|tXeTa) exaTov Bpa'x^fm(; lepdi; 

" The words &e6Swpos Eui^oKTiSo are engraved in rasura. The letters, if regularly 
distributed, would have just filled the space. Instead of this, the letters of &e6Siipos 
are crowded, with the result of leaving a blank space sufficient for two letters after 
Ev<payTiSo. I conjecture that, after the name had been once engraved, the priest 
desired to add his demotikon, and that this was attempted and found impracticable. 

" That the itf7ov was the oft'ering for a young child and 'the Koipeioy that for an 
[adopted] lad [or man], as August Mommsen conjectured {HeorUilogie, 308) and as 
Lipsius, even after the publication of the first part of this text, was disposed to believe 
{Meier und Schoemann's Attische Process,'-^^ 3*=' Buch, Note 165), is now definitively 
disproved. See B, 57-60. I can suggest nothing better than the explanation of 
KoHLEB, which has been generally adopted, that the fietov was the offering for a 
daughter, and the Koipeiov that for a son. 

" This is the reading of Koumanoudes. Kohler's /ceoA.^K vKivpivos is to me unin- 
telligible. [Compare the sacrificial calendar from Kos, Joum. Hellen. Studies, 1888, 
p. 335 : 0VH (epe[us Koii ieph^ irap«x«i ' {y)fpri 8J oCora. — A. C. M.] 

" A solemn mode of voting, perhaps the usual one in the phratries ; ef. Herod., 
VIII. 123 ; Plut., Themist. 17 ; Plut., Per. 32 ; Dem., xliii. 14 (ed. Bekker). 

'* This construction occurs elsewhere only with deme-names of gentile form, and 
indicates that the Demotionidai were a local body. See Meistebhans, Oram. d. att. 
Insehriften(.2y I 83, 190). 

" The copy, it is implied, was not kept in Demotionidai ; perhaps in Athens. I 
conjecture that the copy was intended as a protection against tampering with the 
record and against the confusion which would result if the register should be injured 
or lost. That such a safeguard was desirable may be seen from Dem., xliv. 41 ; 
LVii. 26, 60. 
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25 Twt All TJwt ^parpicoi,' ecrTrpdrrev Se to dpjvpi,o\v tovto top 
lepia Kal rov <^paTpiap')(p\v 7] avro? 6<f>ei\€P, rrjv Se hiahiKOcriav] 
TO XoiTTOv ivai TMi vcTTepcoi €rei rj 0)1 &\v ro Kopeov Ovcrr)i, rrji 

30 KopecoTtSt ' ATrarloplcov ' <f)ep€v Be tt]v ■\{n](j)ov aTrb to /Sw/io. i\dp 
Be Tf? ^oXrjTat icfyetvai e? Aij/MOTicovlCBai;, o)v dv diro'^^^icrwvTai, 
i^elvai av\Ta)i' eXeaOai Be eir auTOt? (TVPTjyopo'; T\bv AexeXei&v 
oiKOV "TrevTe dvBpa<; v-Trelp TpiaKOVTa err) 'ye'^ovoTa';, tovto? Be | 

35 e^opKcocrdTQ) 6 (f)paTpi,ap'^o^ koI 6 lepelw a-vvtjyop'rja-ev t<x BtKaio- 
TUTa fcal OK I edcrev oBeva fir] ovTa (f)pdTepa ^paTpi^ev ' oto S' av 
T&v i<))evT(i)v d'7ro'\{rrj^liT(ovTa\i, Ar)fi,OTia)vl,Sai, 6<f)eiXeT(o ;)^iXia.9 

40 8/)a|^a? lepd^ t&i Ail tmi ^paTpiai ' ia-rrp\aTTeTco Be to dpjv- 
piov TOVTO 6 lepeii'i \ to AeKeXei&v oiko rj avTo<; 6<f)eiXeTco, e\^eipai 
Be Kol dXXmi T&i ^oXo/jApwi Ta)\v (j)paTep(OP ecrirpdTTep tSi koi- 

45 v&i • "^ Ta{}|[Ta] S' ipai d-rrb ^opfiicopo^ dp')(0PT0<; }^ 6Vtj[i|r]7;^tfej' 
Be TOP (^paTp{,ap')(op irepl &v d\v BiaBiKd^ep Bi'tji KaTa top ePiavTOP \ 
eKacTTOP • '^ edp Be /u,rj i'7ri-ijr'))<j)l,crr]i, 6<f>eXeT\(o irePTaKocria'i Bpa-^jMi; 

50 iepd(; t5)1 Ail \ [rjaii ^paTpi(o\j, ' e^crirpdTTep Be top lepea \ [«]ai 
aXXo\y TOP ^o'\X6/iepop to dpyvpiop | [to]i)t[o t&i koipwi]. to 
Be Xoiirop dyep Ta \ [jjiela Kal Ta Kopei^a e? AeKeXeiap eirl t\\_op 

55 ^(OjjMP • idp Be /jifj d^vcrrji e-rrl to ^eofio, 6(f)\[eXeT(0 TrePTijKOPT^a 
Bpa')(jj,dii lepd^ tw|[<. Ail t&i ^paTpiai ' e(T]irpaTTeTa) Be 6 iep\\_ev<; 
TO dp'^vpiop TOVTO y)\ avTO^ 6(j)ei]Xe\T0) . — — — 

Face B. 

edv Be Ti TovT(OP BiaKoiXvrji, oiroi dv 6 i\epev<; •7rpo'Ypd(f)r]i, ivOav- 

6a dyev Ta fiei\a Kal Ta Kopeia ' 7rpoypd<f)ep Be 7rpo7re/i7r|Ta T7J<; 

5 Aop7ria<i ev ■mvaKiai XeXevKa>fj,\ev(oi fj,^XaTTov^ rj cririOafiiaitoi 

" The common Jund; cf. Theoph., Char. xxx. 5. The fund of Zeus Phratrios was 
the fund of the phratry. 

'* According to Szanto, everything preceding toCto S' tfyai (except the sentence 
T^y Se . . . . j3a>/io, lines 26-29, which he regards as standing out of its proper con- 
nection) belongs to the provisions for the immediate future, and the toDto 5' ftvcu marks 
the beginning of the permanent law. But, as Gilbert pointed out, if the pronoun 
referred to what follows, it would probably be roSt. More decisive is the presence, 
in the next clause, of St, which is irreconcilable with Szanto's view. The permanent 
law begins with t^v S% SiaSmaaiav in line 26. The aorists iXiaBai, 4^opKa<rdTw, make 
no difficulty ; cf. B, 29 and Meisterhans, op. eii. : Anm. 1638. 

''Szanto twice (pp. 507, .518) gives the sense of this as being doss der Phratriarch 
jedes Jahr die Ahstimmung daruber einsuleiten habe, wer diadikasirt werden solle. As if 
Sv tty S4ri could be an indirect question ! 

*" This crasis would not occur in a decree of the Ekklesia ; Meistebhans, op.eit., 1 24. 
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OTTO av A|e«eXet^? Trpo(T<f>oiTci>cnv iv aarei?^ to Sje ylr^^ipia-zMa roSe 
Koi T^ lepemcrvva dvwy\pdtlrat top iepea iv aTrfKrji Xtdivrji -Trploa-ffep 

10 TO /Sto/io Ae/ceXetacriv TeXecrt to|(? eavTO. ^i,Ko8r)/w^ elTre' to, 
fiev aWa KaT\d ra irpoTepa ^yr)<j)bcr/MiTa a KeTai irepl t|6? elcra- 
yoayfj^ twv TraiScov Koi Trj^ SiaS\iKaaiai;, to? Se fidpTvpa^ Tpe?, 

15 09 eiprj\Taie7ri Trji dvaKpia-ei,'7rape')(e<Tdai eK t\S>v eavTO diaamTSiv 
IJMpTvpovTa<i TO, v-7repa>Tco/Me(pay^ \ koI eVo/ii/WTa? top Al,a tov 
^paTpiov' I fiapTvpev 8e to? /MdpTvpa<i koI i7rofivv\vat e')(piJLevo<; 
TO ^(Ofio ' eav Be /xi? &cn iv T|w(t) dtdcrmi TOToat, ToaoTOi tov 

20 dptdftov, i\K TMV dXXoDV (f>paTepa>v Trape^eo-^o) . OTai* | Se ■^t i; 
SiaSiKao'Ca, 6 <f>paTp[ap'^o<; firj 7r|[/)]oTe/30i' SiBoTO) Tr)(v) yjrrj^ov 
"Ttepu TMV TratjSwj' Tot? diraai <j)pdTep<rt irplv av ol av\Td to elaa- 

25 <yofjLevo Oiaa-aiTat Kpv^Brjv a|[7r]o to y8<B/to (f)epovTe^ Tr)v ■\jrrj<f>ov 
oiayjf'r](j)\ia'<ovTai ' Koi Td<; ■\jrr]<f)0(; Ta? t6to)v ivav\Tiov tmv dirdvToav 
(^paTepcov T&v 7rapov\Ta)V iv Trjt, dyopai, 6 (j)paTpiap'Xp<; Bi,ap\i0fi,T}- 

30 craTca koI dvajopeveTa oiroTep av\ ■\}rr]<j}t,a-a>vTai' idv 8e '\lri)<pi,a-a- 
fievav T&v 6\iaa'<0Tciv ivai avTot? (f>pdTepa ol aXXo\i (j)pdTepe(; 
aTro'\jr7](f>t,cr(OVTai, o<f)eiXovT\a)v eKUTOv Spa'X^'i lepa<; Twi Ail t&i 

35 ^\paTpKUt ol diaawTUi, irXrjv ocroi av tS)v \ 6ia,cra>T5)v KUT'^yopoi 
rj ivavTiop,evob \ ^aivmvTai iv Trjt, BbaZiKocriai ' idv Se | dTroyjrrjipi,- 
crcovTai ol diao'ooTat,, o 8e eta'd\jo)V i<^rii, et? to<; d\_iT]avTa'i, Tot? Se 

40 d'iraa\i So^ei ivai (j}pdTT}p, iv'Ypa(f>e(T0a> et? T|a fcoivd ypa/MfiaTela.^ 
idv Be d7roylrrj(j)i.a-ci)\vT\^a]i, ol d7ravTe<i, 6(f)eiXeT0) eKaTov Bpa\')(^fid<; 
lepaf T&i Ad t&i ^paTpian " idv Be | d'iro-\^ri<l)i<Ta(ieva)v t&v Oia- 

45 a-coT&v jjLrj i<^ri\i ei? To<i aTravTa^, Kvpia ecrTO) fj dTroylri](})\icn'} ri 
T&v 6ia(7(0TMV' ol Be diaacoTai fie\Td t&v dXXmv <f>paTep(ov fit) 
^epovTcov TTjv I yjrrjcfjov irepl t&v iraiBmv t&v iK to didcro | to 

'1 Lolling refers to Lysias, xxiii. 3, which mentions "the barber's shop near the 
Hermae " as the place 'Iva ol AcKc\eu ■irpo<r<poiTa(nv. Blass says that we have no in- 
dications as to the date of this oration {Au. Beredsamkdt, I, 632). But, surely, the 
presence of Plataeans in Athens implies a date prior to 387 or not much later ; see 
Paus., IX. I. 4. This was probably, then, the place in 396/5. But the wording of 
the clause 3iro .... ■!rpo<T<poiTci(Ttv provides for possible changes. 

"According to Lolling, lines 1 1-15 are written in rasura, which may partly account 
for the awkward and ungrammatical expression, robs /idprvpas rptts is anomalous for 
rohs rpets /idprvpas; cf. Keil, Ziir SyU. inser. Soeot, p. 620. irape'xfo-floi does double 
duty, being needed in both relative and antecedent clauses. I do not see the force 
of ird in vTreptoTd/ieva, but it seems to have been thought important, since, by omitting 
it, the ipwTti/j.fva could have been written entire, whereas, as it is, the last two letters 
had to be omitted altogether. 

*" These were called, above, rii 7po/ijUOT«rov rh 4v Aii/ioriaiviSay ko! rb avTiypatpoy. 
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avT&p. TO Se '\{r'^<f)i,(Tfj,a ToSe 7rpocravay\pa'\{rdT(o 6 iepev'i (e)t? Trjv 

50 <TTr]Ki]v rtjv Xi,\0iV7)p. "OpK0<; fiaprvpav iirl tyji elcrarfcoY/a, t5)V 

iraiZav' jiapTvpS) ov elcrwyei ea\vT(i)i vov evai totov lyvrjatov ey 

rya/j^rlTJ^, aXrjdi} ravra vr) tov Ata tov ^pdTpt.o\v, evopKo(y)Ti pAv 

55 fJbOi TToXXa KoX diyadd iv\ai,, el S' iirtopKoirjV, rdpapria.^ 

M.eve^evo^ elirev ' SeSo^^at toi<; ^pdrepcri irepl \ tj;? elcrayayyTj'; 
Toop, iraihwv, ra puev aWa Ka\Td rd Trporepa t^rj^iapara, ottco^ S' 

60 av elBS)<7t ol | (j)pdTepe<; tov'; p,eXXovTa^ elo'dyeo'dat, d'7ro\'ypd<j)e(7dai 
Twt TrpcoTmi,^ erei rj wt av to KOvpeo\v ayei to ovop,a -Trarpodev KaX 
TOV ^rjpov KoX T^l? p,r}Tpo<; irarpoOev koX tov hrjpbov 7rpo<; top \ 

65 (ppaTpiap'X^ov ' TOV Be ^paTpia\jp')(pv diroypa'^'^apevmv dvajpd- 
ifravTa eK[Ti9evat, ottov av Ae/cJleXee? Trpocr^oiT&o'i, eKri6[^evai Be 
Kal TOV lepia^ \ dvaiypdifravTa iv (Tavt,Bi[a)i XevKWi ev Twt tep]!- 
&i TT)^ Ai^ToO? .^ TO Be '<{r[T]<j)ia-pa ToBe •rrpocrava'ypd'i^ai | et? Trf\v 
(TTrfKrjV \Tr]v Xi6iv'rjv.'\ 

TRANSLATION. 

Theodores, son of Euphantides, priest of Zeus Phratrios, had this 
stele engraved and erected. 

The sacrificial portions due to the priest are as follows : from the 
meion, a haunch, a rib, an ear, and three obols of money ; from the 
koureion, a haunch, a rib, an ear, a quart-cake, a half-chous of wine, 
and a drachma of money. 

The following decrees were passed by the phraters in the archonship 
of Phormion at Athens [396/5 B. c] and the phratriarchate of Panta- 
kles of Oion : 

On the motion of Hierokles : For all who have not yet been sub- 
jected to a diadikasia according to the law of the Demotionidai, the 
phraters, having promised in the name of Zeus Phratrios so to do, shall 
hold a diadikasia immediately, taking their ballots from the altar. 
And, whoever be found to have been introduced illegally, the priest 
and the phratriarch shall erase his name from the register kept in 

** The wording of this oath is extremely muddled "; probahly the work of Nikode- 
mos, who seems to have been exceptionally illiterate and bungling. 

'' irptoTy for vpoT4p<ji is extraordinary. It may help to prop up the three similar 
examples given by Kuhner, Oriech. Ch-amm., ii, 22 (Arist., Birds, 824 should not 
have been cited), two at least of which have been corrected by critics. Of. the cases 
of Trp&Tos with genitive quoted in Stephanos, Thesaurus, s. v. wpuTos. 

*" Probably in Dekeleia. 
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Demotionidai and from the copy thereof. And he who introduced the 
rejected member shall be fined 100 drachmas, to be devoted to Zeus 
Phratrios. This money the priest and the phratriarch shall collect, or 
be responsible for the amount. 

In future the diadikasia shall be held in the year following that in 
which the hour don is sacrificed, on the Koureotis of the Apatouria, the 
ballots being taken from the altar. And, if any disfranchised member 
wishes to appeal to the Demotionidai, he shall have the right. In these 
cases the house of Dekeleians shall choose five men above thirty years 
of age as advocates, to whom the phratriarch and the priest shall 
administer an oath to be absolutely just in their advocacy and not to 
allow any one illegally to belong to the phratry. And every appellant 
rejected by the Demotionidai shall be fined 1000 drachmas, to be de- 
voted to Zeus Phratrios. This money the priest of the house of Deke- 
leians shall collect, or be responsible for the amount. And it shall 
also be permissible for any other phrater who wishes to collect this for 
the common fund. These provisions shall be in force from the archon- 
ship of Phormion. 

The phratriarch shall every year put to vote the cases of those for 
whom a diadikasia is required. Otherwise, he shall be fined 500 drach- 
mas, to be devoted to Zeus Phratrios. This money the priest, or any 
one else who wishes, shall collect for the common fund. 

In future the meia and the koureia shall be taken to the altar in 
Dekeleia. And, if they be not sacrificed on the altar, the offender 
shall be fined 50 drachmas, to be devoted to Zeus Phratrios. This 
money the priest shall collect, or be responsible for the amount. . . . 
And, if any of these causes prevent, the meia and the koureia shall be 
taken to whatever place the priest may advertise, the said advertise- 
ment to be made four days before the Dorpia on a whitewashed board 
not less than a span broad at the usual resort, for the time being, of 
the Dekeleians in the city. 

This decree, together with the priest's portions, the priest shall have 
engraved at his own expense on a stone stele in Dekeleia before the altar. 

On the motion of Mkodemos : The earlier decrees in force in regard 
to the introduction of children and the diadikasia are hereby amended 
as follows : 

The three witnesses whom it has been required to produce for the 
examination shall be fellow-thiasotes of the applicant, testifying to the 
matters of inquiry and confirming their word by an oath in the name 
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of Zeus Phratrios. And the witnesses shall touch the altar during 
their testimony and oath. And, if there be not so many in the thiasos 
in question, they shall be furnished from the other phraters. 

At the diadikasia the phratriarch shall not permit the whole body 
of phraters to vote in regard to the children, until the fellow-thiasotes 
of the candidate himself have voted secretly, taking their ballots from 
the altar. And the phratriarch shall count their ballots before the 
whole body of phraters present at the meeting and proclaim which way 
they have voted. And if, when the thiasotes have voted favorably, 
the rest of the phraters vote adversely, the thiasotes, except those who 
openly denounce or oppose [the child] at the diadikasia, shall be fined 
100 drachmas [apiece], to be devoted to Zeus Phratrios. On the other 
hand, if the thiasotes vote adversely and the applicant \i. e., father or 
guardian] appeal to the whole body and the whole body decide that 
the child belongs to the phratry, he shall be enrolled in the general 
registers ; but, if the whole body vote adversely, he [i. e., the father 
or guardian] shall be fined 100 drachmas, to be devoted to Zeus Phra- 
trios. And, if, when the thiasotes have voted adversely, no appeal is 
taken to the whole body, the adverse vote of the thiasotes shall be 
decisive. And the members of any thiasos shall not vote with the rest 
of the phraters on the children of their own thiasos. 

This additional decree the priest shall have engraved on the stone 
stele. 

Oath of witnesses at the introduction of children : I testify that the 
child whom he introduces, [saying] that it is his lawful son by a wed- 
ded wife, this is true by Zeus Phratrios, [and I pray] that much good 
may befall me if I swear truly, and the contrary if I swear falsely. 

On the motion of Menexenos : Resolved by the phraters to amend 
the former decrees in regard to the introduction of children, as follows : 
In order that the phraters may know those who are to be introduced, 
there shall be presented to the phratriarch, during the year before the 
koureion is brought, a written statement of the name [of each child], 
with the father's name and deme, as well as the mother's name, with 
her father's name and deme. And, when the statements have been 
made, the phratriarch shall inscribe them and post them up at the usual 
resort, for the time being, of the Dekeleians, and the priest also shall 
inscribe them on a white board and post it up in the temple of Leto. 

This additional decree shall be engraved on the stone stele. 
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COMMENT. 

The foregoing document is difficult of comprehension especially for 
two reasons. In the first place, the subjects of etV<i7«7»? and StaSt- 
Koa-ia, with which these psephisms deal, are not here taken up for the 
first time. As regards the diadihasia, to be sure, Szanto ^ and Busolt ^ 
are (or were) of another opinion. Regarding the Demotionidai as a 
gens, with which our phratry was intimately connected, either as con- 
tained in it (Szanto) or containing it (Busolt), they see in the "law of 
the Demotionidai " a recent enactment of the gens, and suppose that 
the diadihasia was in the archonship of Phormion first introduced into 
our phratry and presumably into others as well. Now, it may be, as 
Szanto and Busolt have assumed, that the first of our phratrial pse- 
phisms is symptomatic of the same movement which found expression 
in the archonship of Eukleides in the revival of the law, that only 
those should be citizens both of whose parents were citizens, though the 
interval of time, eight years, is hardly favorable to such an assump- 
tion. But, at any rate, the psephism of Hierokles does not introduce 
a new practice. If the "law of the Demotionidai" had been a recent 
enactment, it would almost certainly have been called a •^■^^la-fjiM : 
and the language, "all who have not yet been subjected to a diadi- 
kasm according to the law," implies that some have already passed 
that ordeal. The law is not a novelty, but it has been laxly observed, 
and is now to be again enforced. Furthermore, as we now know, there 
have been one or more earlier psephisms of the phratry in regard to 
elawywyri or BiaBiKaaia or both. The irporepa tfrrjtfyiafjuiTa to which 
Nikodemos refers (B, 11) may include the psephism of Hierokles, but 
imply at least one besides. The measures now enacted presuppose the 
immemorial i/o/to? and the previous legislation, of whose precise nature 
we are ignorant.® 

In the second place, the style of our document is extremely clumsy 
and inexact. Attention has been called above to the illiterate syntax 
of certain passages. What is far more serious is the inconsecutiveness, 
the incompleteness and the ambiguity in statement of principles. It 
requires talent and training of a high order to frame a good law, and 
these the legislative methods of the Athenians did not tend to develop. 

" Op. cU., 507. S8 Griech. Alt., § 160. 

" The words otis etpriTai ^irl tj i,vaKpt<r(i vap4xf<r9a' seem to me to refer to a previous 
psephism. The novelty in Nikodemos' measure was not the requirement of witnesses, 
but the requirement that they should be of the thiasos of the candidate. 
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Least of all were such qualities likely to be found in the subordinate, 
rural corporations, as these psephisms bear witness. Hence it is use- 
less to bring to bear upon them strict rules of interpretation. 

In consequence of these difficulties, a complete and certain explana- 
tion of these decrees is impossible so long as our materials remain what 
they are. The way in which the newly discovered text has thrown 
some ingenious theories to the winds is a warning against over-confi- 
dence in dealing with riddles still unsolved. Nor, even if the consti- 
tution and procedure of this particular phratry lay clearly before us, 
would it be safe to assiune that all the Attic phratries were cut out on 
the same pattern and pursued the same methods. There was of coui-se 
a fundamental likeness between phratry and phratry. The conditions 
of membership must have been the same for all,'" being none other than 
the conditions of Athenian citizenship. But beyond this the variation 
may have been wide. Our stele shows us one phratry modifying its 
rules and regulations. If the same phratry performed its duties in 
diiferent ways at different times, hoAv much more is such difference 
likely to have existed between different phratries. Yet, in spite of all 
these difficulties and limitations, the new text sheds enough additional 
light to justify a review of the whole subject. 

One thing which is now put beyond a peradventure is, that the mem- 
bers of this phratry did not all belong to one deme. Szanto, who regards 
the phratries in general as subdivisions of the demes, saw no difficulty 
in supposing that all the members of this phratry were of the deme 
Oion, to which the phratriarch Pantakles belonged, in spite of the facts 
that the inscription was found at Dekeleia and the meetings for the 
admission of children were required to be held in that deme {A, 52 ff.). 
This view, always improbable enough, is now shown to be certainly 
false. It is scarcely conceivable that the rendezvous of the Dekeleians 
in Athens should have been selected as the place to post notices intended 
to reach all members of the phratry {B, 5-6, 64.-65), unless there had 
been Dekeleians in the phratry. A still more cogent proof is supplied 
by the provision of B, 61. If the members had all belonged to one 
deme, it would have been idle to require the mention of the father's 
demotikon. But, besides Dekeleia and Oion, we cannot name any deme 
represented in this phratry, nor can we say whether there were any 
others. If there were, they were probably, like Oion {i. e. no doubt 

'•"Except that some phratries were by law not open to STUioirofnroi ; see Bueemaitn, 
Jahrbiicher fiir Philologie, Supp., ix, 643. 
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Olov AsKeXeiKov) in the immediate vicinity of Dekeleia. At least, the 
presumption, derived from other sources, that the phratries were unions 
of neighbors, receives some confirmation from our inscription. It looks 
as if this phratry we.re localized in and near Dekeleia, not, indeed, in 
the sense that all the members actually lived in that neighborhood, 
but that they belonged to that group of demes. But, whether all the 
members of these demes or of any one of them belonged to the phratry, 
we cannot tell. If the Dyaleis of CIA, ii, 600 are rightly regarded 
as a union of two phratries, then, as the two phratriarchs there men- 
tioned were both Myrrhinusians, it follows that members of the same 
deme might belong to different phratries. The same inference has been 
drawn by Buermann from the formula of the decrees conferring citi- 
zenship, elvai (f)vXr]<; koI Zrjfiov koX <))paTpla<; i^? av ^ovXrjrai, which 
suggests that, as after the choice of a tribe there was still open the 
choice of a deme, so after the choice of a deme there was still open the 
choice of a phratry. It may be then that the demesmen of Dekeleia 
and Oion were not all enrolled in our phratry. And thus we are as 
far as ever from being able to estimate even approximately the size 
of an Attic phratry, or, what comes to the same thing, the number of 
phratries in the State. Between the twelve commonly accepted until 
lately and the three hundred and sixty once proposed by Buermann, 
there is still room for indefinite guessing. 

Nor does the new text supply any decisive answer to the important 
question raised by Szanto, Are the Demotionidai a gens or a phratry?'* 
and answered by him in favor of the former. It should be premised 
that the Demotionidai, if a gens, are to be regarded, not with Szanto 
as a wider organization including the phratry, but rather with Busolt 
as the nucleus around which non-gentiles were grouped to form the 
phratry. Now the first two occurrences of the name do not favor the 
view that the Demotionidai are a gens. The " law of the Demotio- 
nidai " is the law of the phratry (A, 14) ; ergo, one naturally infers, 
the Demotionidai are the phratry. Busolt,^ to be sure, asserts. Die 
Satzungen des GesehUokts galteyi auchfur die Phratrie, but the passage 
in Isaios to which he refers affords no confirmation of the assertion, 

'' There is a third alternative possible, viz., that both gens and phratry were called 
Demotionidai. In that case, we could understand the phratry in the first two instances 
and the gens in the third. I should prefer this to Szanto's view, but do not think it 
necessary. 

^ Oriech, Alt,, ? 159, with references to this inscription and IsAios, vil. 15. 



A STUDY OF THE ATTIC PHRATBY. 147 

and the general impression produced by the psephisms before us is 
that the phraters were a law unto themselves. Again, as the phratry 
as a whole has control of the register (-B, S9^40; A, 19—90), it is hard 
to see why a gens, and not the phratry, should be named as the body 
with whom the register is kept (A, 21). But the "appeal to the Demo- 
tionidai " (A, SO) makes a difficulty. How, asks Szanto, not without 
force, can there be an appeal from a body to the same body again ? 
On the other hand, we may ask, Why should the phraters, who in gen- 
eral manage their affairs collectively, abdicate in favor of a section of 
their number in the most important of their proceedings? The ques- 
tion is more forcible now than before, because, in the detailed regula- 
tion of the diadikasia by the psephism of Nikodemos, we find no dis- 
position to accept as final the decision of any subordinate body. On 
the whole, therefore, I am disposed to see in the Demotionidai the 
phraters, and the phraters only. If this be right, the word "appeal " 
is indeed not strictly appropriate, but perhaps the interpretation sug- 
gested below for the passage in question may make the employment 
of the word more intelligible. 

If our inscription teaches nothing about the relation of gens to 
phratry, it redeems this silence by the proof it brings that every mem- 
ber of the phratry belonged also to some one or other of a number of 
religious associations or thiasoi. We can with some confidence go a step 
further. If any dependence is to be placed on the literal meaning 
of B, 23-48, all the members of any thiasos were expected to take 
part at the diadikasia of the child of one of their own number, and 
were all liable to be fined ; in other words, the thiasoi were subdivisions 
of the phratry. Further, according to the present wording of our 
text, these thiasoi were, at least in some instances, very small bodies ; 
the possible case is considered of the membership being less than four 
(JS, 18-19). But it may be that in the first version of lines 11-15 a 
larger number of witnesses than these was prescribed. As to the nature 
of these thiasoi, we learn nothing beyond what the name itself implies, 
nor do other sources of information have much, if anything, to say of 
such associations, at least under that name.^ But, inasmuch as dt,a- 
crSiTai and 6pyeo)ve<; are practically synonymous, it seems permissible 
to bring these thiasoi into connection with a much debated statement 
of Philochoros. His words, as quoted by Photios and Souidas, s. v. 

'' The " thiasoi of Herakles," mentioned in Isaios, ix. 30 may be analogous. 
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^Op'y€a>ve<;, are as follows : tov<; Se (fypdropwi i-n-dvayKe^ Bex^crOai Kal 
Tov<; op'yecbva'; koX tov^ o/j.ojaXaKra'i, oi*? yevvr]Ta<; KaXovfjuev. Opin- 
ions have differed as to whether 01/9 here refers to both 6pyea)va<i and 
6/u.oyaKaKTa<;, or only to o/noydXaKTWi. But, even without the con- 
text, the latter alternative seems to me almost certain,^ and those who 
had the context so understood it.^ See Harpokration s. v. Tevvfjrai, 
and Bull, de Corr. HelUn., i, 152, from which we learn further that the 
sentence in question was taken from the fourth book of Philochoros' 
Atthis. This book covered the latter half of the fifth century b. c, so 
that the statement quoted probably referred to the phratries of the post- 
Kleisthenean period. We thus learn that a phratry consisted of two 
classes of members, jevvrjTai or members of a gens (or gentes) based 
upon real or fictitious kinship and 6pyeS)ve<; or members of a religious 
union or unions, perhaps not laying claim to kinship. Conformably to 
the statement of Philochoros, we find admission to a phratry coupled 
with admission to a gens in Isaios, vii. 16 and Dem. Lix. 77, and with 
admission to a body of 6pyea)ve<; in Isaios, 11. 14. But now, although 
6py€ave<s might be contrasted with yevvrjrai, and were so contrasted 
by Philochoros, yet the name in its broad sense is applicable to any 
religious association. A gens was a religious association ; hence a body 
of gentiles could be called 6py€a>ve<;. Such at least is the clear statement 
of the Etymologicum Magnum, s. v. FewJjTat,* and I see no ground for 
doubting it. The combined testimony of these passages maybe summed 
up by saying that a phratry consisted of two or more religious associ- 
ations, one at least of which was or might be a gens. Probably then, 
by the thiasoi of our inscription, we are to understand any gens (or 
gentes) included in the phratry and a number of non-gentile associa- 
tions. Possibly the oIko'; Ae/ceXet wv may have been a gentile or quasi- 
gentile thiasos.^^ 

So much for the constitution of the Demotionidai. What, now, were 
the special circumstances which evoked the psephisms of 396/5 ? As 
I conceive the situation, there had been in our phratry three closely 
connected abuses, to the reform of which the psephism of Hierokles 

''*Cf. BusoLT, Griech. Oesck, I, 3950. 

^ Except perhaps Pollux, in in. 52 ; so Busolt, loc. cit. 

^ The confused words of the same lexicon, s. v. 'Opyemves : Sii/raynd ri avSp&i/, is 
Twv yevyriTwv Koi <t>paT6pa>i/, seem to point the same way. 

'' That the oIkos ^fKf\fiwv was a religious association is evident from its having a 
priest {A, 4-1-4^}. Whether this priest was identical, as some suppose, with the 
priest of the phratry, is not clear. 
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was directed. (1) Meetings for the reception of children had been held 
elsewhere than at Dekeleia. This is a certain inference from A, 52 ff., 
and that the practice was considered an abuse is almost equally certain. 
I think we can plausibly conjecture how the abuse arose. During the 
years 413-404, Dekeleia had been continuously occupied by a Spartan 
garrison, and the residents of the neighborhood had been shut up in 
Athens. During these years, whatever meetings the Demotionidai 
held must have been held in the city. Moreover, when the war was 
over, it is likely that many, habituated to city life, did not return to 
their country homes, but remained in the capital. What more likely 
than that the Demotionidai, having got into the way of it, should have 
found it convenient to continue meeting and transacting business in 
Athens ? (2) But the irregularity went further than is implied in the 
mere substitution of one meeting-place for another. These meetings 
had been held without the presence and sanction of the priest of Zeus 
Phratrios. This is clear from the priest being appointed to collect the 
fine from future offenders — an unintelligible provision if he were an 
aider and abettor in the offense. Naturally, if the priest was not 
present, he did not receive the sacrificial portions to which he was 
entitled. The instructions of B, 7, and the consequent announcement 
of the lepeaxrvva at the head of the stele, bear witness to an attempt 
to restore neglected rights. Henceforth the priest is made the judge as 
to whether circumstances necessitate a meeting elsewhere than at Deke- 
leia, and it falls to him, if need be, to choose and advertise another place. 
In fact, all that part of the first decree which relates to ela-a/ywyj] was 
passed in the interest of the priest — a fact which may explain the 
requirement that he shall bear the expense of the stele. (3) The names 
of new members had been entered in the register without the diadi- 
kasia. This was simply part and parcel of that confusion into which 
the affairs of the phratry had fallen. The psephism of Hierokles 
aimed at correcting these laxities and restoring the traditional order. 
That of Nikodemos, on the other hand, bringing the thiasoi into promi- 
nence and making them jointly responsible for their members, seems 
to introduce innovations. What the occasion of this move was I am 
unable to say. 

Let us now attempt to realize, step by step, the process established 
by the decrees of 396/5 for seeking admission to the phratry of Demo- 
tionidai. There is probably no fixed rule as to the age at which a child 
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shall be presented, but the ceremony under ordinary circumstances takes 
place within the first three or four years of the child's life. 

The regular occasion, according to the evidence of several scholiasts 
and lexicographers, is the Koureotis, the third and last day of the 
Apatouria-festival. This statement has been disputed by August 
Mommsen,^ who assumes that the presentation began on the Dorpia, 
the first day of the festival, on no better ground than that it would 
have been a bad arrangement to postpone the serious business till the 
last. But the evidence of the grammarians receives some confirmation 
from our inscription, which fixes the diadikasia upon the Koureotis. 
And it may well be doubted whether an attendance of the scattered 
phraters sufficient to transact business could have been secured for 
more than a single day. Unless insuperable obstacles, such as war, 
intervene, the meeting is held at Dekeleia. Thither are brought the 
children,^' male and female, and with them the victims and other offer- 
ings which law or custom prescribed. Schoemann conceived such meet- 
ings as being held in the <j>pdrpiov, which according to Pollux (iii. 52) 
was TO lepov et? o avvrjeaav (sc. ol <^pdrope<;). It is noteworthy that 
Stephanos of Byzantion (s. v. <^aTpia) and Eustathios {ad. II., 239. 30 
and 735. 50) know the ^pdrpiov only as a totto? or totto'; wpia-p.evo';. 
At all events, the Demotionidai meet in the open air for the elaaycoyi] 
as well as for the BiaBiKaa-ia : for they are in presence of the altar,^" 
and that this was not in a covered building we may infer, not only 
from its use for burnt sacrifices, but also from the phraseology of B, 9 ; 
one would not say "in Dekeleia before the altar," if this altar were in 
a building. The meeting is presided over by the phratriarch. Each 
applicant presents his child, and is subjected to an examination, search- 
ing or perfunctory according to circiunstances. Then, while the sacri- 
ficial portions assigned to Zeus Phratrios burn upon the altar, he takes 
oath that the child he presents is '^vrjcno'; iy yafj^eTrj^. Following the 
oath of the father or guardian, comes the examination of the three wit- 
nesses whom he produces from among the members of his thiasos. They 
testify with one hand upon the altar and confirm their testimony with 
an oath. We should expect, then, to find the phraters proceeding at 
once to vote on the application, and, in case of acceptance, to enter the 

^' Heortologie, 308-310. 

^' TKat the candidates were presented in person appears from IsAios, vii. 16 ; Dem., 
LVII. 54 : cf. Andok., I. 126, for admission into a gens. 
'"See, especially, B, 17-18. 
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name of the child in the register. Such was the practice in other phra- 
tries, so far as known to us :*' but the practice of the Demotionidai, as 
regulated by the psephism of Hierokles, seems to have been different. 
For a year later the child is still o 6l(Tay6fi.6vo<; (B, ^4) and the father 
or guardian 6 ela-dycov (b, 37—38), and not till after a favorable issue 
of the BiaBtKacrla does registration take place (B, 39). I would sug- 
gest, therefore, that the diadikada of the Demotionidai, instead of being 
a procedure otherwise unknown to us, was nothing more or less than 
the trial and vote which every well-conducted phratry held on the ad- 
mission of each new child, the peculiarity lying solely in the interval 
of a year required between the first presentation and the vote. The 
object of this arrangement would be to secure due advertisement of the 
names and alleged antecedents of the candidates, and thus to prevent 
fraud. At the meeting on the Koureotis of the next year following, 
the phratriarch is required to bring up each case in turn. There is 
opportunity, for whoever will, to make objections (B, 34-36). Then 
follows the vote, which may result in any one of five ways, (a) If the 
child's fellow-thiasotes vote favorably, the case must then go before the 
remaining phraters. (1) If they vote favorably, the child's name is 
enrolled in the two registers (this case, as being self-evident, is not men- 
tioned by Nikodemos). (2) If the phraters vote unfavorably, the child 
is rejected and each thiasote (or the thiasos collectively?) including pre- 
sumably the fether or guardian (unless the latter should not belong to 
the thiasos), but excluding any who may have opposed the candidate 
in the previous discussion, is fined 100 drachmas, (b) If the child's 
fellow-thiasotes vote unfavorably, then an appeal may or may not be 
taken to the remaining phraters. (3) If no appeal is taken, the child 
is rejected, but there is, apparently, no fine. If an appeal is taken and 
(4) the action of the thiasos is sustained, the child is rejected and the 
ela-dyav is fined 100 drachmas ; but (5), if the decision of the thiasos 
is reversed, the child is accepted and his name enrolled. For cases (2) 
and (4) there remains the possible appeal to the Demotionidai. The 
subject is beset with difficulties, and I do not pretend to clear them away. 
But it is noteworthy that, whereas, in case a child is rejected at the or- 

" IsAios, VII. 16-17 ; Dem., xliii. 13-14 ; Dem., lix. 59 : cf. Andok., i. 127. The 
phratry of Dem., xliii, might be the Demotionidai, since Eubulides'was of the deme 
Oion. But this may have been OTov Kepafi.eiK6y ; or, if it was Ohv AfKeKemiv, the 
phratry, as shown above, may have been different. The apparent difference of prac- 
tice points to a different phratrv. 

2 
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dinary diadikasia by his fellow-thiasotes, it is the ela-dyayv who is said 
to appeal (B, S8), and, whereas at the extraordinary diadikasia of 396/5 
it is the elcrwyaymv of a rejected member who is fined (A, 22—23), here 
the rejected person is himself authorized to appeal, and, in the event 
of failure, the fine is said to fall upon him {A, 30-31, 38-39). Is this 
a mere carelessness of language, as Gilbert thought ? Possibly so. But 
may we not take the language literally ? In that case, this paragraph 
provides that one who had been rejected in infancy may, as an adult, 
seek admission again in his own person. He refers his suit anew to 
the phratry ; the years that have elapsed since he was on ti'ial before 
disguise a little the inappropriateness of the word ii^itjfit. Such a 
renewed application, made when proof would be harder than ever to 
obtain, would be a serious matter and would call for great caution. 
The oZ«o9 Ae/ceXetwi/, which holds a position of dignity in the phratry, 
appoints five synegoroi, whose duty it is to oppose the claims of the 
applicant. The case is brought to trial before a meeting of the phra- 
ters. If the applicant succeeds in securing a majority vote, he is of 
course at once admitted ; if he fails, he is visited with a heavy fine, 
1000 drachmas, and remains what he was, a metic. 

At a much later day, in the Macedonian period, it was thought de- 
sirable to make still ampler provision than had existed for the adver- 
tisement of the names of candidates. It was now required that, at 
some time during the year preceding the Apatouria at which applica- 
tion was to be made, the name of each child should be reported to the 
phratriarch. When the time allowed had elapsed,^^ the list was posted 
at the rendezvous of the Dekeleians in Athens and in the temple of 
Leto in Dekeleia, each name being announced in the form, Mevmv 
Meve^evov i^ Oiov koI ViiKapirT]^ K.dXXi.'Trit-ov JlXw^eto?. Perhaps, 
at this time, the meetings of the phratry were so thinly attended that 
the mere presentation of a child did not constitute a sufficient adver- 
tisement. At any rate, the psephism of Menexenos gives us a fresh 
glimpse of laxity in the conduct of the aifairs of the phratry, and of 
an effort, probably ineffectual, to secure reform. 

Postscript. — The Berliner philologische Wochenschrift for Feb. 
16 and 23, 1889, containing a short discussion by Buermann of the 

*' Of course, if the announcement was to be of any use, it must be made some time 
before the fla-aywyli, but, with characteristic carelessness, that point is not made clear 
in the psephism. The language used would allow the presentation of names to the 
phratriarch up to the date of the Koureotis : or should we understand rf rptirff ?Tei 
as meaning, in the preceding eivil year, i. e., before midsummer? 
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new part of this inscription, reached me as I was finishing the fore- 
going article. Buermann's interpretation diifers from mine on some 
important points. The most serious divergence concerns the ela-aycoyi], 
which, by implication, he puts in the year following the offering of 
the koureion, and consequently immediately before the diadikasia. 
Conformably to this, he takes tc5 tt/jwt^ erei rj, in B, 60, as equiva- 
lent to Tfi3 va-Tep^ erei rj. The phrase is a strange one, but I do not 
believe it can be so understood. Apart from this, I think my views 
preferable. That eldw^wi^r) and BiaBtKacria are two distinct acts ap- 
pears from A, 13-19, B, 12-lS, 20-21, in spite of daa^oitAvo and 
eiadrfav {B, 24-, 37-38). As far as that goes, they might both come on the 
same day. But the dissociation of the ela-aywyi] from the offering of 
the victim on behalf of the child creates great difficulties. I will not 
press the argument, that Hierokles ought to have written rrjv Be eltra- 
ymyfjv koX ttjv BiaBiKacriav to Xoiirov etvat, rm vcrripa) erei k. t. X., 
if such was his intention. But what meaning could the sacrifice have, 
if the child was not presented at the same time ? 

Buermann infers from the terms of the oath (B, 52) that only sons, 
and not daughters, were enrolled. He might have quoted, further, 
A, 28 and B, 60. But, for the admission of daughters, we have the 
evidence, not only of the Scholiast on Aristophanes, Acharnians 146, 
but also of Isaios, iii. 73-76. I therefore think it more likely that 
the omission of reference to daughters in the oath and the psephisms 
is due to carelessness. 

Through the courtesy of Professor Pantazides, I have seen also, at 
the last moment, the advance sheets of his discussion of the inscrip- 
tion, shortly to appear in the ''E<fi7)fiepU 'ApxaioXoyixi], and have been 
able to appropriate from him two or three valuable suggestions in 
regard to minor points. 

F. B. Taebell. 

American School, Athens, 
March 12, 1889. 



